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disguised form of the class struggle within the multi-national state 1 into an international struggle with the whole power of class-interest as well as of national feelings behind it.
(c) ECONOMIC INTERESTS FOR AND AGAINST A NEW UNION
The main argument in favour, prior to 1918, of preserving, or after that date of restoring some kind of union between the various nations of the Hapsburg monarchy was the economic interdependence that had developed during the existence of that empire. But it was also an argument against union. A certain degree of independent industrialisation, formerly prevented by the domination of Viennese High Finance and by the overwhelming competition of Austrian and Czech industries, was among the main aims of the national revolutions in the more backward territories. Its realisation was regarded as one of the main achievements of a newly-established independent nation, even in such a country as Hungary which, from the purely political point of view, had little reason to be dissatisfied with her former position. Hungary increased the number of her textile spindles from 67,500 in 1921 to 190,700 in 1926, and of her looms, during the same period, from 6,130 to n,6oo.2 Austria, on the other hand, was forced to establish some degree of autarky in agricultural production by the need to reduce her food imports to a point; not too remote from what could be paid for by industrial exports under the new conditions. Thus Austria's sugar production rose from 5,210 tons in 1920 to 223,000 in 1934-53 and her total grain production from 22-6 per cent, of her consumption in 1922 to 57-8 per cent, in 1933, and that of rye alone from 77*4 to 97 per cent
In consequence, in nearly all the Danubian states 3 a large reduction of mutual trade was inevitable, especially during the economic depression after 1929. The degree of dependence on trade with other Danubian countries,4 and therefore the economic
1 Sec above, Chapter IX, section (b).                            2 Sec Ebcl, op. cit.
3 The only exception was Yugoslavia, and this only because of a temporary improvement of her trade with Czechoslovakia, in connection with the " economic Liule Entente" (see Ebcl, op. cit.).
4 It should be remembered that this description is not identical with " former partners in the Hapsburg Monarchy ".    It includes over and above the latter, Bulgaria and large parts of Yugoslavia and Rumania, whilst, even if conceived in terms of historical trade-routes rather than in a narrow hydrographical sense which \vould exclude Bohemia and Northern Moravia, it excludes the Polish parts of the former Austrian Monarchy.    Even if Bulgaria be left oa one side, economic intercourse between the " Danubian countries " was certainly closer than between " the former Hapsburg territories ".    From the point of view of planning for the future it is, of course, the realities of the Danubian nations and their economic intercourses not the ghost of the Hapsburg Monarchy, that matters.